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Ms. Cathy Bechtel : _ TRANSPDRTATIUE\F(?OI'&?&SS[ON

Riverside County Transportation Commission
4080 Lemon St, 3 Floor
Riverside, CA 92502-2208 ' B

Dear Ms Bechtel; -

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Supplemental Notice of -
Preparation (NOP) for the Mid County Parkway Draft EIR/EIS project. This letter
conveys recommendations from the Los Angeles County Metmpolltan Transportation
Authority (Metro) concerning issues that are germane to our agency's statutory
responsibilities in relatlon to the proposed project.

Regarding the categories covered under the Environmental Review Process there is
no mention of addressing Global Climate Change impacts from the cumulative
Greenhouse Gas emissions associated with the project.

1. The Attorney General of California is using recent legislation such as AB
32 to challenge agenues that have not addressed greenhouse gas
reduction measures in their environmental impact reports. The
Environmental Review Process should address Global Climate Change in
the Project Description, Environmental Setting, Thresholds for
Significance, Air Quality Impacts, Mitigation Measures, Cumulative
Impacts and Alternatives sections. Rather than a likely legal challenge
resulting in a delay and subsequent cost increase of the project, it would
be best to reasonably address the Global Climate Change impacts in this
report.

Regarding the Transportatlon/Trafﬁc Category and Commumty Impacts under the
Environmental Review Process, there has been a significant increase in truck traffic
into and out of the inland empire as a result of increased industrialization and
locating distribution centers for goods to service the growing population.

2. The project should include a detailed analysis and evaluation of existing
and future truck transport in and out of the County, as this sector is likely
to continue to grow exponentially and have a more significant affect on
overall traffic conditions. '

We believe the consideration of the above-mentioned issues will improve the quality

and completeness of the document and avoid issues likely to impact the overall
schedule for environmental clearance. Metro looks forward to reviewing the Draft

B.01.09.02.01



EIR/ELS, If you have any questions regarding this response, please call me at 213-
+ 922-6908 or by ematl at chapmans@metro net. Please send the Draft EIR/EIS to the
following address:

- Metro CEQA Review Coordination
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Atin: Susan Chapman

Sincerely,

Susan Chapman
Program Manager, CEQA Review Coordination
Long Range Planning
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August 27, 2007

Ms. Cathy Bechtel .
Riverside County Transportation Conimission
4080 Lemon 5, 31 Floor i
Riverside, CA D2502-2208 i

Déar Ms Bec.ht"el:

Thank you for the opportunity to conithent on the Supplemental Notice of
Preparation (NPP) for the Mid County Paxkway Draft EIR/EIS project. This letter
conveys recommendations from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metto) conceming issues that are germane to our agency's statutory
responsibilities in relation to the proposed project.

: Ré;garding the éategorics covered undé} the Environmental Review Process there is
ng mention of addressing Global Climate Change impacts from the cumulative
Greenhiouse Gas emissions associated with the project.

1. Thé Attorney General of California is using recent legislation such as AB
32 to challenpe agencies that have not addressed greenhouse gas

% rediiction measures in their environmental impact reports. The

! Environmental Review Process should address Global Climate Change in
the Project Description, Eriyironmental Setting, Thresholds for
Significance, Air Quality Impacts, Mitigation Measures, Cumulative
Impacts and Alternatives sections. Rather than a likely legal challenge
resElﬁng in a delay and subsequent cost increase of the project, it would
; be Best to reasonably addréss the Global Climate Change impacts in this
report. .

Regarding the Transportation/Traffic Category and Community Impacts under the
En:\fironmemal ‘Review Process, there has been a significant increase in truck traffic
in{o and out of the inland empire as a result of increased industrialization and
logating distibution centers for goods:to sexvice the growing population.

2. 'The project should include a detafled analysis and evaluation of existing
3 Y] : P i e
and! future truck transport in and out of the County, as this sector is likely
to cz:::nt:inue to grow exponéntially and have a more significant affect on
ovexall traffic conditions, ::

We believe the éonsideration of the abﬁve-mentioned issues will improve the quality
and completendss of the document and avoid issues likely to impact the overall
schedule for environmental clearance.:Metro looks foxward to reviewing the Draft

B.1.9.2.1
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EIR/EIS If you have any questions regardmg this response, please call me at 213-
'922-6908 or by’email at chapmans@metro net.. Please send the Draft EIR/EIS to the
foHOng address

Metro CEQA Rewew Coordination
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2
Los Angeles, CA D0012-2952

Attn: Susan Chapman

Sincerely,

Susan Chapman
Pzogram Manager, CEQA Review Codrdmatlon
- Long Range Planning
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MWD
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Exectitive Office

August 31, 2007 ' n i " Via E-Mail

Ms. Cathy Bechtel ..
‘Riverside County Transportation Commission ' o
4080 Lemon Street, 3™ Floor .

Riverside, CA 92502-2208 : ,

Dear Ms, Bechtél:

Supplemental Notice of Preparation for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the Mid County Parkway Corrldor Project

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has reviewed the Supplemental
Notice of Preparation (Supplemental NOP) for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (Draft EIS/EIR) for the Mid County Parkway Corridor Project, Jocated within western
Riverside County. This letter contains Metropolitan’s response to the Supplemental NOP as a potentially
affected public agency. '

Metropolitan currently owns and operates several facilities within the boundaries of the study area
described in the Supplemental NOP, including Lake Mathews, the Colorado River Aqueduct, the Upper
Feeder pipeline, the Lower Feeder pipeline, and the Lake Perris Bypass pipeline and pumpback facilities.
In addition, Metropolitan’s approved Central Pocl Augmentation (CPA) pipeline and treatment plant are
within or adjacent to the boundaries of the proposed study area. Furthermore, Metropolitan maintains
ownership and jointly manages the Lake Mathews Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural
Community Conservation Plan ({MSHCP/NCCP) Reserve,

As discussed in obr comments to your initial NOP, there are severa! critical issues that must be resolved
before Metropolitan will consider granting approval for the crossing of our lands and/or facilities.

These issues include:
» Impacts to the Lake Mathews reserve lands, which includes the Lake Mathews MSHCP/NCCP

Reserve;

¢ Impacts to the Lake Mathews watershed (e.g., impact to the quality of water entering Lake
Mathews);

e Inclusion of the requirements stated in the Lake Mathews Drainage Water Quality Management
Plan, a joint agreement between Metropolitan, the County of Riverside, and the Riverside County
Flood Control and Water Conservation District;

¢ Impacts to Metropolitan operational facilities and rights-of—way; and

s Security issues.

700 N. Alameda Sireet, Los Angsles, California 30012 - Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 - Telephone {213} 21 7-6000




Ms. Cathy Bechtel
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August 31, 2007

Metropolitan addressed these isspies in detail in the attached letter to Cathy Bechtel, dated April 18§,
2007, and in the attached letter to Rick Simon, dated July 31, 2007. :

" Metropolitan would also fike clarification regarding the Riverside County Transportatién Commission’s
“preferred alternative” for the Mid County Parkway, and clarification regarding the issue of the possible
widening of Cajalco Road. '

As previously stated, Metropolitan cannot support or sanction any alternative that enters or impacts the -
Lake Mathews MSHCP/NCCP. 'The lead agency, with Metropolitan’s consent and overview, would need
to review and assess the legal ramifications associated with modifications to the Lake Mathews
MSHCP/NCCP, and determine the risks and benefits to Metropolitan. It is Metropolitan’s understanding
that the MSHCP/NCCP only allows for the adding of species or lands — not for changing or exchanging
lands. Any changes to the MSHCP/NCCP and to existing legal documents establishing the reserve,
including existing conservation easements, would require the approval by all members of the reserve
management committee. As such, the lead agericy would need to address the plausibility of modifying
the MSHCP/NCCP given the constrainis outlined in the legal documents that established the reserve.

Additionally, as set forth in our prior correspondence, Metropolitan has significant engineering issues
related to the protection of our existing facilities and to the operation and maintenance of our water
distribution system that is impacted by the various alternative alignments. These facilities are a critical
part of Metropolitan’s distribution system, which imports water to over 18 million customers in Southern
California. Extensive engineering and geotechnical work will need to be undertaken to ensure that the
location of the proposed corridor will not compromise the integrity of our distribution system, and will
not restrict our ability to maintain, operate, add, or replace facilities along our right-of-way. There may
also be situations where it is not possible to mitigate potential impacts to our facilities and a realignment
of the corridor away from our facilities may be required. - -

We appreciate the oppdrtunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future environmenta! documentation and the Draft EIR on this Project. If we can be of further
assistance, please contact Mr. John Shama at (213) 217-6319. ‘

Very truly yours, . _ _
Fo/r Delaine W. Shane
. Inferim Manager, Environmental Planning Team

: RM/rm. ‘
{Public Folders/EPU/Letters/29-AUG-07B.doc — Cathy Bechtel)

Enclosures: Letter dated April 18, 2007.
Letter dated July 31, 2007




MWD
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Ofiice of the General Counssl

April 18, 2007 ;
: Via Electronic Mail & Federal Express

Ms. Cathy Bechtel :

Riverside County

" Transportation Commission

4080 Lemon Street, 3 Floor

Riverside, CA 92501 '

Re: Mid County Parkway Project

Dear Ms. Bechtel:

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) is writing to comment on
the Riverside County Transportation Commission’s (RCTC) proposed alignments for its Mid
County Parkway (MCP or project). .

As you know, Metropolitan has worked cooperatively with RCTC on its consideration of
alternative routes for, and environmental study of, the MCP. We understand that RCTC is
preparing to issue its draft environmental impact report/environmental impact statement (Draft
EIR/EIS) soon, and wanted to reiterate Metropolitan’s comments and concerns regarding the
project at this critical juncture. Enclosed and incorporated by reference are copies of prior
correspondence that set forth Metropolitan’s position on the project.

In sumrﬁary, Metropolitan’s primary concerns with the proposed MCP are:

a. [mpacts to Lake Mathews reserve lands and associated conservation, mitigation, and
management pursuant to agreements with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California
Department of Fish and Game, and Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency,
including the Lake Mathews Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural
Community Conservation Plan (MSHCP/NCCP or reserve).

b. Impacts to the Lake Mathews watershed, including impacts to Metropolitan’s Cajalco
Creek Dam and adjunct detention basins and other existing and future facilities
necessary to control urban runoff into Lake Mathews in order to meet water quality

- requirements. Any alignments within the Lake Mathews watershed should
incorporate the existing requirements of the Lake Mathews Water Quality &
Drainage Management Plan, which is an agreement that was executed between the
Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District and Metropolitan to
preserve and enhance the water quality within Lake Mathews.

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012 » Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, Califomia 90054-0153 + Telephone (213) 217-6000




THE ME TROPOLITJ‘!N WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Ms. Bechtel
Page 2
April 18, 2007

c. The protection of Metropolitan’s existing large diameter distribution system and
related facilities from potential impacts caused by the proposed MCP. The main
facilities affected by these proposed alignments include: the Colorado River |
Aqueduct; Perris Valley Siphon Nos. 1 and 2; Takeview pipeline; Bernasconi Tunnels
Nos. 1 and 2; Inland Feeder; 1st Barrel Casa Loma Siphon; Upper Feeder pipeline;
Lower Feeder pipeline; Temescal Power Plant; Lake Perris Bypass and its associated

- pipeline, Perris Power Plant and Pressure Control Facility; Lake Mathews and its
associated power plant, dams and facilities; Chemical Unloading Facility; and the
approved Central Pool Augmentation project and its associated future water treatment
plant at Eagle Valley and the future water distribution system leaving Eagle Valley.

d. Homeland security and related access issues to Me&opolitan facilities, security gates,
and detention basins in and around the proposed project.

Metropolitan requests that RCTC choose an alignment that addresses these concerns by avoiding
any impacts to the i¢serve and operational lands, and by avoiding or minimizing impactsto
Metropolitan’s facilities. Based on a review of the preliminary data provided by RCTC, only
Alternative 9 (the southernmost route) avoids the reserve, and has the fewest impacts on
Metropolitan’s facilities. Enclosed for reference is a map showing the proposed MCP ‘
alignments, including Alternative 9, in relation to the reserve and Metropolitan’s major facilities.

Impacts to the Reserve

As we have stated repeatedly in the past, Metropolitan cannot support or sanction any alternative
that enters or impacts the reserve in any way. The MSHCP/NCCP encompasses about 5,110
acres of land surrounding Lake Mathews, including the lands in the State Ecological Reserve.
These lands are protected for their benefit to endangered, threatened or sensitive species and
provide the basis for Endangered Species Act compliance for Metropolitan projects located in
Riverside County.

To ensure protection of these lands, Metropolitan recorded a conservation easement that

precludes the use of the property in a manner that could adversely affect its values for

conservation purposes. Any activities or use of reserve lands for the MCP is incompatible with

these conservation commitments, and Metropolitan is precluded from authorizing such activities

and use of the reserve. For these reasons, Metropolitan opposes the MCP alignments that would
enter and/or impact the reserve in any way.
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Impacts to Metropolitan Facilities

Metropolitan is also concerned about impacts to its facilities and their operation, as set forth in
detail in the enclosed correspondence. In short, all of the proposed MCP alignments, including
Alternative 9, would impact Metropolitan facilities. In addition, all alignments have the potential
to affect how these facilities are operated. RCTC must carefully analyze the potential impacts,
including but not limited to those from increased lateral and vertical loading, induced settlement,
impacts to operations of the facilities, and altered drainage patterns. See, for example, the
enclosed September 28, 2006 and March 29, 2007 correspondence for more detail on this
subject. Any proposals to realign or accommodate Metropolitan’s facilities, including the costs
of such accommodations, are potentially significant and should be analyzed in detail by RCTC,
We welcome the opportunity to provide information relevant to this analysis upon your request,

Metropolitan respectﬁlfly requests that you address all of the foregoing concens in the Draft
EIR/EIS. We look forward to continuing our cooperative work with RCTC on the MCP.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact John Shamma at (213) 217-6409 or me at
(213) 217-6533.

Sincerely,

Karen L. Tachiki
General Counsel

el

Catherine M. Stites
eputy (General Counsel

CMS/Ajm
Enclosures

cc:  Mr. John Shamma, P.E., Metropolitan (w/o encls.)
Mr. Hideo Sugita, RCTC Deputy Executive Director (w/encls.)
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cc:  Merideth Cann, P.E. (w/encls.)
Charles V. Landry, P.E. (w/encls.)
Jacobs Engineering Group Inc.
3850 Vine Street, Suite 120
Riverside, CA 92507

Mr. Rob McCann (w/encls.)
LSA Associates, Inc.

20 Executive Park

Suite 200

Trvine, CA 92614

Karin Louise Watts Bazan, Esq. (w/encls.)
Office of the Riverside County Counsel
3535 10" Street, Suite 300

Riverside, CA 92501
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MWD
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Execulive Office

MWD Colorado River Aqueduct
~ Sta. 10899+00 to 11022+00
Substr. Job No. 2001-06-008

July 31, 2007

Mr. Rick Simon
CH2MHILL

Suite 200

2280 Market Street
Riverside, CA 92501

Dear Mr. Simon:

Mid-County Parkway and State Route 79 Interchange

Thank you for your transmittal letter dated April 19, 2007, submitting a drawing (titled
SR79 South, Cut and Fill, Mid-County Parkway Project) showing the proposed align-
ment and contours for the Mid-County Parkway Project and the State Route 79
Realignment Interchange Project in Riverside County. '

Subsequently, we received a geotechnical report (Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation,
Metropolitan Water District, Canal Crossing Sites, State Route 79 Realignment Project,
Riverside County, California) prepared by Ninyo & Moore, dated June 8, 2007.

The proposed Mid-County Parkway and State Route 79 (SR79) Realignment projects
will potentially impact several of Metropolitan’s facilities along their alignments.
However, this letter specifically pertains to the iriterchange between the Mid-County

}%mar

700 N. Alameda Streat, Los Angeles, California 80012 « Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 80054-0153 + Telephone (213) 217-6000



.

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SQUTHERN CALIFORNIA

M. Rick Simon
Page 2
July 31, 2007

Parkway and the realigned SR79, and a portion of the Mid-County Parkway immediately
to the west of this interchange. : :
Metropolitan’s 12-foot-d-inch-inside-diameter cast-in-place Colorado River Aqueduct
Casa Loma Siphon First Barrel (CRA) is located immediately adjacent to, and south of,
the Mid-County Parkway alignment, and is crossed by SR79 at its interchange with the
Mid-County Parkway. Metropolitan’s manholes, air release and blowoff structures are
also located along this reach as indicated in Table 1. .

The submitted drawing provides preliminary geometric design and grade information

 for the proposed Mid-County Parkway, the SR79 interchange, and the portion of the
Mid-County Parkway westerly of this interchange to a few hundred feet west of Warren
Road. The proposed interchange is located northeasterly of the intersection of the CRA
Casa Loma Siphon First Barrel and Sanderson Avenue. The proposed alignment of the
Mid-County Parkway westerly of the interchange is north of; and immediately adjacent
to, the CRA Casa Loma Siphon right-of-way. .

As proposed, the SR79 roadway will be elevated above the CRA and the portion of the -
Mid-County Parkway that extends easterly of the interchange to Ramona Expressway,
The SR79 roadway will be elevated above existing grade by the construction of embank-
ments to a height of about 25 feet directly above and adjacent to the CRA. The elevated
SR79 will also require the use of bridge and pier structures adjacent to the CRA to allow
the interchange transition roads to span over the CRA, although this information was not
provided in the submittal. The Mid-County Parkway will be constructed above grade.
immediately parallel and adjacent to the north of the CRA right-of-way throughout the
reach shown on the submitted drawing. This will be accomplished by the placement of
approximately 25-foot-high embankments and the use of bridge structures to cross over
roads that are not connected to the parkway. The Mid-County Parkway will also require
the use of a retaining wall at the edge of the CRA right-of-way to support the roadway
-embankment between Sanderson Avenue and Cawston Avenue, The Mid-County
Parkway Project will also require the relocation of Sanderson Avenue, the extension of
- two streets (Cawston Avenue and Odell Avenue) at existing grade across the CRA, and
the construction of a new street (Bridge Street), which will be elevated above the Mid-
County Parkway. At the west end of the submitted portion of the Mid-County Parkway
Project, Warren Road will be realigned. Since Warren Road will be a connector road to -
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July 31, 2007

the Mid-County Parkway, a bridge structure with an approach embankment will be used
to cross over the CRA to join the elevated Mid-County Parkway embankment.

We have reviewed your submitted drawing, and our general comments and requirements-
are as follows:

1+

- on the CRA by new facilities, the CRA is unlikely to be able to accommodate the

The proposed roadway enibankments above and adjacent to the CRA, as shown
on the submitted drawing, will subject the CRA to increased vertical loading. The

original design and construction of the CRA did not anticipate the construction

of projects like SR79 and the Mid-County Parkway. Therefore, the design of

the SR79 realignment and Mid-County Parkway project must consider and miti-
gate for any and all impacts associated with increased vertical loads imposed on
the CRA. Vertical loads of concern can be generated by construction, dead, live,
and seismic loads. Depending upon the type and configuration of loading imposed

increased loading from a proposed facility if it exceeds the structural limit of the
CRA. Table 2 indicates the specific locations of the Casa Loma Siphon First !

Barrel that was designed for live loads (road crossings) and dead loads only.

Please note that sufficient geotechnical exploration, testing, and analyses must be
conducted to allow evaluation of the increased loads on the CRA. Geotechnical
exploration for the design must also consider that protective systems and/or
mitigation facilities associated with increased vertical loading might be required
for the final design of the SR79 and Mid-County Parkway projects.

The construction of roadway embankments above and adjacent to the CRA may
subject the CRA to settlement, which would be unacceptable. Depending upon
the configuration and location of the embankments relative to the CRA, the CRA
may be subject to lateral deformation as well. Please note that the imposition of
lateral loads on our pipeline is not acceptable. As a result, roadway embankments
planned to be built adjacent to the CRA ri ght-of-way must consider possible
deformation of the CRA caused by their construction. No embankments will be
permitted within the limits of our right-of-way. Before the proposed development
can be approved, a site-specific geotechnical report showing the predicted settle-
ment of the CRA at 10-foot intervals, along with the method of settlement
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analysis, laboratory testing results and any other supporting documents, must be

submitted. The three-dimensional configuration of the proposed grading and in-
situ soils in terms of the actual size and varying depth of the fill, alluvium, etc.,
and depth of bedrock and ground water elevation must be collectively considered
when determining the settlement along the alignment. The settlement calculation
must be carried out at least 10 feet past the point of zero settlement in each direc-
tion. The possible settlement due to soil collapse (hydro-consolidation) must also .
be included in the geotechnical report. ' |

The site-specific geotechnical report must also check slopes and fills affecting
the pipeline for stability during an earthquake with an average return period of
475 years corresponding to a 10 percent chance of exceedance in 50 years.

The geotechnical analysis must also determine if lateral forces are imposed upon
the CRA due to the new embankments proposed for the Mid-County Parkway.
Please note that additional lateral forces on the siphon are not acceptable,

The submittal provided information on basic geometric design and some infor-
mation regarding proposed site grades. However, the submittal did not provide -
information on anticipated structure locations and associated foundation types
(shallow or deep). Since structure location and foundation type relative to the
CRA will impact their design and acceptance, such information must be submitted
with subsequent submittals. In addition these structures should be located such
that they do not limit our ability to excavate our pipelines without shoring, for
repair or replacement purposes. ‘

Similar to the concems associated with the construction of embankments adjacent
to the CRA, structures and foundations proposed to be built above and near the

- CRA must not impose loads, vertical or lateral, onto the CRA or result in defor-

mations to the CRA. No loads from the bridges may be imposed on the siphon.
Please note that sufficient geotechnical exploration and testing, and geotechnical
and structural analyses must be performed to demonstrate that structures and
foundations constructed above and near the CRA will not have an adverse impact
to the CRA by their construction and operation, We require that information on
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new bridges and foundations near the pipeiine be submitted to Metropolitan for
review and approval. '

The construction of roadways and embankments adjaceﬁt to the CRA right-of-
way may result in trapped surface drainage along the CRA. To ensure that

- drainage of the CRA right-of-way is maintained and that water will not pond

within or adjacent to the CRA, provisions for drainage must be included in the
project design. In addition, Metropolitan must be able to dewater the CRA by
discharging water into the drainage system. These drainage structures are listed
in Table 1. ,

The geotechnical exploration, testing, and analyses program conducted to support
the design of the SR79 and Mid-County Parkway projects must also consider the
data needs to evaluate potential impacts to the CRA facilities, and to support
design efforts for required structural and geotechnical mitigation.

The construction of the SR79 Extension and Mid-County Parkway projects must

~ provide for the continuing operation and maintenance of the CRA, including

access to the entire alignment of the CRA and all of its above ground facilities.
The final design must include provisions to ensure this requirement.

Since this pbrtion of the SR79 Extension and Mid-County Parkway projects is
in the planning preliminary design stage, additional comments will likely be
generated as the design process continues and progresses. '

Besides the general criteria stated above, the following are Metropolitan’s comments
on specific features of the submitted design:

1.

- to be revised.

The main SR79 roadbed (Station 10928+00), two SR79 north bound off-ramps
(Stations 10923+00 and 10923+90) and a south bound on-ramp (Station

10929+90) are proposed to be supported by embankments constructed directly
above the CRA. This proposal is not acceptable to Metropolitan, and will need
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2. The configuration and height of the proposed roadbed embankments adjacent to
the CRA right-of-way will induce settlements and possibly lateral deformations
of the CRA. Geotechnical borings drilled for the SR79 project indicate that soft,
saturated clay soils exist in the upper 30 feet in the area of the interchange. Based
upon the geometry and heights of the embankments adjacent to the CRA right-of-
way, and the presence of the compressible clay soils, it is judged that the magni-
tude of induced deformations to the CRA, both total and differential settlement,
and possibly lateral displacement, will be unacceptable. As a result, sufficient
geotechnical exploration, testing, and analyses must accompany the final design of
the interchange to evaluate potential deformation of the CRA and to demonstrate
that proposed mitigation included in the final design is capable of preventing
settlement and deformation of the CRA. Potential mitigation could include the
incorporation of protective systems, increased bridge spans, or realignment and -
redesign to minimize or eliminate deformation of the CRA. '

3. The submitted plan did not provide locations of foundations proposed for the
interchange. Ultimately, this information will need to be submitted, since founda-
tions for interchange structures (shallow and deep), including bridge abutments
and piers, constructed near the CRA may impose loads (vertical and lateral) on the
CRA, or induce settlement or deformations of the CRA. Sufficient analyses and
supporting calculations must be provided to demonstrate that proposed structure
and foundation locations and designs will not impose loads unto or induce defor-
mation of the CRA. In general, adequate setbacks for structures and foundations
are the best mitigation. At a minimum they should be located at such a depth that
it does not interfere with Metropolitan’s ability to excavate the CRA or install a
possible additional pipeline within our right-of-way.

Mid-County Parkway

1. : Main Roadway

© - The main roadway will be built on an approximately 25-foot-high,
100-foot-wide embankiment that parallels the CRA between the SR79/
Mid-County Parkway interchange and Warren Road. Although the main
embankment is not being built directly above the CRA, based upon the
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configuration of the embankment, its proximity to the CRA, and the
geotechnical characteristics in the area, it is judged that ground deforma-
tions to the CRA could still result from the proposed Mid-County Parkway.
Please note that sufficient geotechnical exploration, testing, and analyses
must be conducted to evaluate potential deformation of the CRA and to
demonstrate that the proposed alignment will not adversely impact the
CRA with respect to settlement and lateral deformation.

The side of the roadway embankment between the SR79/Mid-County
Parkway interchange and the Cawston Avenue extension adjacent to

the CRA right-of-way appears to be supported by a retaining wall. The
potential impact of the proposed retaining structure, including its founda-
tion, on the CRA must be evaluated. Please note that sufficient analyses
and supporting calculations must be provided to demonstrate that the
proposed retaining structure and its foundation will not adversely impact
the CRA with respect to settlement and lateral deformation.

The general drainage pattern in the area of the CRA is sheet flow, typically
toward the San Jacinto River to the north. The construction of the Mid-
County Parkway embankment adjacent to the CRA will likely disrupt
significant portions of the current drainage patterns. Please note that
project designs, with supporting calculations, must be provided to demon-

strate that drainage patterns interrupted by the roadway embankment will

be restored and modified properly to ensure that drainage of the CRA right-
of-way is maintained and that ponding within or adjacent to the CRA right-
of-way will not occur. : : ,

2. Bridge Street

Bridge Street as proposed near Station 10919+00 is not acceptable. Ifthe
roadway is at existing grade, a permanent cast-in-place concrete protective
slab configured in accordance with Sketch SK-1, can be used to protect the
aqueduct from additional vehicle loads. If the proposed roadway crossing
over our property is elevated, it must span across our property with a bridge
structure. The pipeline in this area should also be analyzed for settlement
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and deformation as a result of the placement of embankment adjacent to
our right-of-way. Please note that permanent piles for protective systems,
if utilized, must be installed in drilled holes. Driven piles may not be
used within the limits of our right-of-way. There must be a minimum of
10 feet of clearance between the pipe and the edge of the drilled hole.

The piles must not transfer any load to the siphon. This bridge should be
designed such that there is a minimum of 22 feet of clearance between the
bottom of the proposed bridge and the existing ground level. =

3. Sanderson Avenue Relocation

A protective structure exists at the existing Sanderson Avenue crossing ' '
of the CRA (Sta. 10933+50). If the proposed at-grade crossing of

Sanderson Avenue is relocated to Station 10937490, protective measures

to protect the aqueduct from vehicle loads must be constructed. A slab

as described above can be used to protect the CRA from vehicle loads.

Metropolitan’s access should also be maintained across this street,

4. Cawston Avenue and Odell Avenue Extensions

The proposed at-grade crossing of Cawston Avenue near Station 10964+50
is not acceptable. The proposed crossing requires protective measures to -
protect the CRA from vehicle loads. A slab as described above can be used
for protection of the CRA :

The proposed at-grade crossing of Odell Avenue near Station 10992+00

is also not acceptable. There is an existing blowoff structure at Station
10992+10 at the proposed road crossing. We require that the road be
relocated so that it does not disrupt Metropolitan’s ability to access and -
operate this structure. In addition, construction of Odell Avenue requires
protective measures to protect the aqueduct from vehicle loads. A slab as
described above can be used for protection of the CRA at the Odell Avenue
road crossing,” '



THEE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

M, Rick Simon
Prage 9
- July 31, 2007

5. | Warren Road — Mid-County Parkway Connection

The reconfiguration of Warren Road for its connection to the Mid-County
Parkway spans the CRA with a bridge near Station 11017+50. The
embankment located within the southern boundary of Metropolitan’s right-
of-way is not acceptable. This embankment must be moved outside of our
right-of-way. Please note that sufficient analyses must be conducted to
demonstrate that the proposed bridge abutment locations, and the approach
ramp locations and configurations, will not adversely impact the CRA.
Plans for the bridge, supports, and foundation must be submitted to
Metropolitan for review and approval. In addition, we require a minimum
of 20 feet of clearance between the existing ground level and the bottom of
any bridge structure, ' '

Facilities constructed within Metropolitan’s fee properties and/or easements shall be
subject to the paramount right of the Metropolitan to vse its rights-of-way for the purpose
for which they were acquired. If at any time Metropolitan or its assigns should, in the
exercise of their rights, find it necessary to remove any of the facilities from its rights-of-
way, such removal and replacement shal] be at the expense of the owner of the facility..

For any further correspondence with Metropolitan relating to this project, please make
reference to the Substructures Job Number located in the upper right-hand comer of this
letter. Should you require any additional information, please contact Shoreh Zareh at
(213) 217-6534.

Very truly yours,

P s

Kieran M. Callanan, P.E; .
Manager, Substructures Team |

SZ/ly
DOC 2001-06-008-3
Enclosure
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cc:  Mr. Hideo Sugita
Deputy Executive Director
~ Riverside County
Transportation Commission
P.O. Box 12008
Riverside, CA 92502-2208




ATTACHMENT

Mid-County Parkway and SR79 Interchange
MWD Colorado River Aqueduct

Table 1
Existing Structure Station
Manhole - 10912+10
Manhole 10932+00
Blowoff structure 10943+14
Manhole 10952+10
Manhole 10972+10 '
Blowoff structure 10992+10
Blowoff structure 10997+10
Blowoff structure 11002410
Air Valve structure 11006+70
Manhole 11012+00
Table 2
From To Maximum Maximum
Station Station Cover (ft) Live Load Description
10899+00 | 10900+60 | Existing only | GVW 8,000 lbs Designed for DL only
10900460 | 10901436 6 AASHTO H20 Road Crossing:

, North Central Avenue
10901+36 | 10920+73 | Existing only | GVW 8,000 Ibs Designed for DL only
10920+73 | 10921+49 6 AASHTO H20 Road Crossing;

Central Avenue
10921+49 | 10932+97 | Existing only | GVW 8,000 Ibs Designed for DL only
10932+97 | 10933+79 3-4 AASHTO H20 Road Crossing:

, Sanderson Avenue
10933+79 | 1019+79 | Existing only | GVW 8,000 Ibs Designed for DL only
11019+79 | 11020+55 6 AASHTO H20 Road Crossing:

Pico Road/Warren Road
11020+55 | 11022+00 | Existing only | GVW 8,000 Ibs Designed for DL only

Note: DL = dead load
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- et T o e WTEL R TS T e g RWERSIDECOUNTY ;oo
Ms. Cathy. Bechtel - : TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
' Riverside County Transportatlon Commtssmn '
RonSullivan 4080 Lemon Sireet, 3" Floor - o coo .
Commission ~ PO, Box 12008 _ C 3 o

Chair Riverside, CA 92502 : : ‘i‘
! i : . 1
- Cele;ste Canta Subject: Supplemental Notice of Prepaf‘ratiﬂn for the Draft EIR/EIS ‘
General Mid County Parkway Project; SCH#2004111103 -
Munager

Dear Ms. Bechtel:- ' . _ \

f;sn'?,“_’ i We appreciate the opportunity io comme?t on the Supplemental Notice of Preparation for the Draft
Water i+~ EIR/EIS for the Mid County Parkway Projgct, SCH#2004111103.
District
. The Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority (SAWPA) operates an important brine d:sposai system in

the upper Santa Ana Watershed. The Santh Ana Regional Interceptor (SARI) line provides both sewer
Inland services and a means of disposing of the brine created when desalters convert salty groundwater to
Empire drmkmg water Thts plece of mfrastructure is essential in the provision of drmkmg water throughout
Utilities th e re

glon

Agency

Proposed project areas near the intersection of Cajalco Road and Interstate 15 may impact the
Orange , operatlon of the SARI fine as an importaiit portion of the SARI serving the Lake Elsinore area runs
County ‘dast of Initetstate 15. The maps presented ¢ are not sufficiently detailed to show specific areas where the
Water - proposed project crosses the SART, but it is apparent from the descriptive material that these crossings
District - will occur.
San | ) When developing final roadway ahgnments it is necessary to consider impacts to the SARI system.
Bernardino ~ SAWPA staff will provide detailed drawmgs and any assistance necessary to protect the SARI system
Valley during the consn'uctlon and operatlon of the proposed pro_]ect
Municipal
\S’-atelr Please contact David Ruhl, Senlor Project Manager (druhl@sawpa org) for further information and -

strict assmt&nce as the proposed project moves forward.

Weséem Sincerely, P
Muriicipal Autherity |
Water I

District

General Manager

© C: Rich Haller, SAWPA
David Ruhl, SAWPA

Attachment: SARI Reach V Map

11615 Sterling Avenue, Riverside, CA 92503-4979 + (951) 354-4220
www.sawpa.org * Administration FAX (951} 785-7076 ¢ Planning FAX (951) 352-3422

- dee —n - e e e
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. Ms. Cathy Bechtel
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AUG 27 2007 U

' RIVERSIDE COUNTY
“TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Riverside County Transportatlon Commuss;on
4080 Lemon Street, 3" Floor
Riverside, Ca. 92502-2208

RE: SCAG Comments on the Supplemental Notice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report for Mid County Parkway - SCAG No. 120070481

Dear Ms. Bechtel,

by

.T'hank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmehtai

Impact Report (DEIR) for the Mid County Parkway - SCAG No, 120070481, to the
Southemn Califarnia Association of Governments (SCAG) for review and comment. As
the clearinghouse for regionally significant projecis per Executive Order 12372, SCAG
reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans. This
activity is based on SCAG’s responsibilitles as a regional planning organization pursuant
to state and federal laws and regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is
intended io assist local agencies and project sponsors to ake actions that con!nbute fo
the attainment of regional goals and policies,

SCAG staff has reviewed {he aforementioned NOP and has determined that ihe

proposed project is regionally significant per the Galifornia Environmental Quality Act:

(CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15125(d) and 15206). The Mid County Parkway Is a
proposed 32-mile transportalion corridor that will relieve traffic congestion for east-west
travel In western Riverside County between the San Jacinto and Corona areas. CEQA
requires that EIR's discuss any inconsistencies beitween the proposed project and
applicable general plans and regional plans (Section 15125 [d]). If there are
inconsistencies, an explanation and rationalization for such inconsistencies should be
provided.

We expect the DEIR to specifically cite s}l SCAG policies and address the manner in
which the project is consistent, not-consistent, or not applicable to these policies, and
provide supportive analysis as to why it is consistent, not-consistent, or not applicable to
these policies. Policles of SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG),
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Compass Growth Vision {CGV) that may be
applicable to your project are outiined in ihe attachment. Also, for ease of review, we
would -encourage you o use a side-by-side comparison of all SCAG policies with a

discussion of the consistency, non-consistency or not applicable of the policy and

supportive analysis in a table format {attached). The RCPG, RTP and CGV can be

found on the SCAG web slte at: http://scag.ca.goviigr

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the DEIR when this document
is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached commen!s please contact
James R Tebbetts at (213) 236-1915. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ylkﬂutw %Y-IL;;AQ

Jadob Lieb
Manager, Environmental Division

DOGS# 139203v1
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COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF ADRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE MID COUNTY PARKWAY SCAG No: 120070481

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Mid County F'arkway isa proposed 32- mile transportalron oorndor that wrll relreve traﬂ" c oongeslronf S

for east-west travel in western Riverside County between the San Jacinto and Corona areas-and help

-address future .transportation rieeds through 2035. The pI‘OJECI proposes.9 location alternatives. The . . -
project will provide for conneotlons to SR 79 in thé east, I-215.in. the center, and 1-15 to the west. The. .

“project area is generally centered. (north .and south) on Cajalco Road on the west and Ramona‘

'Expressway on the east. The project-area runs, from the west to the east, in the Temesoa! Wash Lake-

Mathews, Mead VaIIey. Perns and San Jecmto areas of Rrversuje County

= CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

“The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehenswe Plan and Guide (RCPG)
contains the following policies that are pamcularly applrcable and should be addressed irl the DEIR for the - -

Mid Valley Parkway PI’D]ECI

3 01 The popufatron housing, and jObS forecasts whiich are edopted by ! SCAGs Regronal Council and

that reflect local- plans end _policies- shall be used by SCAG in alf phases of rmpfementatron and'

I"&‘WGW er

) ‘Reglonal Growth Forecasts

- The DEIR shou!d reﬂect the mosI current adopted SCAG forecasts whlch are the 2004 RTP (Apnl 2004)-: _
- 'Population, Household .and Employment forécasts. It should be’ noted that SCAG i is currently updating -
these forecasis and dependrng on the-timing; you may wish to add these updated forecasts. The adopted .

forecasts for your reglon suhregron, adjomlng un-rncorporated area, and oltres are as follows

, Adonted SCAG Reglonmde Forecast v . t, _Com sERE s e
2010 - 2015 2020, .. 2025 - ‘. 2030

Populat;on- © - [19,208, 6671 20191117 | 21,437,619 | 22,035416 | 22,890,797 |

- Households = .| 6,072,578 | 6463402 | 6865355 . | 7,263,519.:| 7,660,107 |-
'Employl'nent - | 8729192 | 9,198,618 | 9,659,847 | 10,100,776 | 10,527.202 |
AdogtedWRCOG Forecast - L T I T P
_ i 2010-- . " L2015 -.2020 - .. 2025 .- - -2030 - -. -

_ Populationr « | 1,614,605 |- 1,830,421 | 2,037,129.. | - 2,230,185 | 2,413,467
Households _ 521606 | 606139 ..| 691621 | 776168 .| 860,168 -
Employment .~ 541,587 .6331'61 : 727,006 | 822,031 '|." 918,640 -
--Adopted WROG Unmcorporated Rwerside CountvForecasts IR T B .

U L2010 . ~.-2015 -,*sznzo--fl-zdz'é-x."_ 2030 . -
Population ' o % 475,’002, T 575 248 | 667,930 751,712 | ..-830,191
Households "o | 156466 |- 195665 . | 235183 | 274346 ‘| 313,281 [y
Unicorp. Total. - [ 98,385 | 130,674 163253 | ©195966. | . .228,887-.

DOCS# 139203v1
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Adogted Cltz of Curuna Forecast

"Population .
“Households

_ Total .

2020

- 2025

2030

Fopulation
Households
Total

Ad_o ted.City

Populati‘on_ o
. Households .~

: Total

: 'Populatiqn. a
-Households -

Total --.”

Popuiatlon. .
Housetiolds -

.Total

'F’opu' latiolj ;

Households

" Total

- .. 2004, City tota!s a;e the sum of smal} area’ dala and should be used for adwsory purposes only

© 303 . The l‘:mmg, fi nancing, and Iocarron of pubhc facilities, utlﬂfy sysfems and transporiat:on systems A .

2040 - _ 2015 .
148,437 |- 154,421 160,320 .. | - 165973 171,395.
'44‘428‘ 47,002 49,814 | - 52,504 ., 55203
72, 527 76,285 80,173 . 84,132 ..88,186" -
Adopted Cltv of: Rwersnde Forecasts - . o
Tt L2010 - 2015 . 2020 - - 2025 . 2030 .
307.847. | -323384 | 338,712 .. [ 353,397 367,489
.- 99,044 | 106,353 T 113,785 | 121449 Y- 128,492 - |- -
163,771 © 181,120 199,078 | -217,368 .| . 236,081 | .
ofPems Forecast : e S -
2040 2015 - 12020 - . . 2025 2030 -
- 63,440 70,014 . 76,501 ... 82,719 .| 88683 "
- 16,605 18,539 . 20,499 | 22438 . - 24,362
. 16,652 _19.892 23,249 26,666 30,168 -
Adopted Crtv of Moreno Va!lev Forecasts : e - c
7 2010 2015 . . 2020 . 2025 . "..2030
160,895 | 187,816 - 205503 . | - 222451 .| -- 238,703
‘47,205 . | - - 53,364 - 59,515 | - 65,591 71,619
. _ 46416 . | 56,143 . 66,221 .| 78485 [ |~ .86993 -
_Adogted Cllgof San Jacmto Forecasts A
' 2010 2015 - 2020 . 2025 . . 2030
31256 34247 |- - 37197 40025 ) - 42,738}
11‘047 : 12,284 v 13,541 | . 14,782 | - - 16,016
e 3587'. N 9,313 10,086 | .. 10834 - 11,620
Adogted Cltvof Hemet Forecasts T SR S
' L2010 . - - 2015 . 2020 . :  ~.2025. ~ . 2080 ¢
10,5.100 ] 121911 | 138486 [ 154,392 -1 169,636
45,449~ 53203 - | 81,237 | 69071 .- 76836
31,656 36,924 42,384 47,942 53, 629

* The. 2004 RTP grow!h farecast at the reglonal county. and subreglonal Ievel was adopted by RC m Apnl T

shalf be- used by SCAG to Jmpfemeni the regfons gmwth pohc:es I

' __GMC POLICIES RELATED TG THE che GOAL TO IMPROVE THE. REGIONAL STANDARD DF

LIVING -

““The Growth Management goals to develop rban’fornis that enab!e :ndavnduals fo spend ess. mcome onA .

housing cost, that- minimize public .and- privale ‘development costs, and. that enable firms_to be more’
competitive, strengthen the ragional slrategic goal to stimulate the regional economy. The' evaluation’ of-
the proposed project-in. relat:on 1o the following -policies would be lntended to gu;de efforis 1oward_=
-achievement of such goals and does nct rnfer reglonal lnterference wath iocal fand’ use powers )

. Docs# 0o -
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3.05:

°3.09

310"

Encourage patierns of urban: devetopment and land use whrch reduce costs on rnfrastructure

-construction ‘and make better use of exrstrng facrlrtres )
~ Support’ tocat ;unsdrctrons effon‘s o mrnrmrze the cost of. rnfrastructure and pubtrc serwce, -
:‘-dehvery. and effons te seek new sources of fundmg fer devetopment and the prowsron of .

services. :
. Support local junsdrctrons actrons to mrnimtze ‘red tape and expedrte the permrttmg process t0' :
‘mamtam economrc wfatrty end cempetrtrveness g . ;

GMC | POLICIES RELATED TO THE'RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL UALITY OF‘.LIFE : 'k

« The Growth Management geats to attaln moblhly and clean air goals and to- develop urban forms that e
enhance quality of life; that- accommodate a- diversity. of life styles, that preserve. open space -and .natural -
resources, and that are aesthetlcaliy pleasing and preserve the character of communities, enhance the

. regional strategic goal of maintaining the regional quallty of life.- The evaluation of the proposed prOJect in
relation to the following policies . would be. |ntended to prowde dlrectlon for plan lmp!ementation and does .

g nei allude to reglonal mandates o L ;

Lam

312

313

314

315

3.16

- 317'
318 -
3.19 .

3.20.

3.21

322

;s ':{.2’3_.

L Suppod prowsrons and rncentrves created by local jurtsdlctrons fo attrect housrng growth m ;ob- A

rich subregfons and job growth in housing:rich subregions.

" Encourage exrsttng or proposed local jurisdictions’ programs aimed- at designrng tand uses. whrchf "
. encourage the use .of transit. and thus reduce the need-for -roadway expansion, reduce the -

number of auto tnps end vehrcte miles trave!ed and create opportunrtres for resrdents to watk.-."

- and bike. -

Encourage local ;unsdrctrons plans that maximize. the use of exrstrng urbanrzed areas accessrble
to transit through infil and- redevelopmeni :

Support local plans to increase:density .of future development tocated at: strategrc pomts atong ;
the regional commiuter rail, transit systems, and. activity centers. -~ .. )
Support Jocal, junsdrctrons stralegies to establish mixed-use clusters and other transrt-onented' :

- developmients. around transit stations and along. transrt corridors. : :
_ Encourage devetopments -in"and" around activity. centers, transportation corridors. underuﬁhzed .

infrastructure. systems, and areas needing recycling and redevelopment. -

Support and encourage settlement patterns, which contain a range of urban densmes
Encourage.planned development in locations least likely-to cause adverse en vironmental impact.
Support poltcres and actrons that preserve open space areas identifi ed tn local, state and federat :

‘plans.

Support ' the protectron of wtet reseurces such as wettands, groundwater recharge aréas,
woodlands, ‘production fands, and land contarnrng unique and endangered plants ‘and animals.

Encourage the. rmptementation of measures‘aimed at the preservatron and protectran of recorded " -
- and unrecorded cultural resources and archaeotogrca! sites.. . ; :
' Drscourage development or encourage the use of specral desrgn requtrements in: areas w:th': P

steep slopes, high fire, flood; and seismic hazards. -
Encourage mrtrgatron measures - that. reduce “noise in: cen‘am tocatrons, measures armed aft

_preservation of bre!ogreat and ecotogrcat resources; ‘meastures._that would reduce exposure to 7
- selsmic hazards, mrmmrze eadhquake damage and to devetcp emergency respense and N

reco very ptans

S

AIRQUALITYCHAPTER "fj:_-:_'_.'._;': S ﬁ'_ 3 S R L

The Alr Quallty Ghapter core actlons re!ated io the proposed prolecl mclude

“DOCS# 139208v1 - . j -
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Determrne speo:ﬂc programs and*assoofared actions needed (eg mdrrect source rules,
enhanced _use .of te!ecommun!cahons provision of commumfy—based ‘shuttle sérvices,
provision of- demand management based programs, or vehicle-miles- traveled/emrsswn fees)-

- so.that options to commarid.and control reguiarron can be assesséd.

Through the environmental document réview process, ensure that plans at ail fevefs of

'-‘govemment (regional, air basm county;. subregrona! and local) consider air quality,. land use
’frensporiat:on and economro reiat.ronshfps to ensure conswtenoy end minrm:ze conﬂtcts '

' OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION CHAPTER

The Open Space and (:onservatlon Chapter goals re1ated to the proposed prqeot lnclude

9.1

92 -
9.3

9.4

9.5

9.6

97"

9.8

',Provide adequate {and resources to. meef the outdoor recreetron needs of the present and

future residents in the reg:on and fo promote tourism in the region.
Increase the aCCGSSIblMy o open space lands for outdoor recreation -,
- Promote- self-sustaining regional recreation.resources and facllities.

. ;Ma:nfam open space for adequate pmz‘eoﬁon 10 lives and- propemes agamst natural and '
 manmade hazards; - " o
,.'Mm.rmrze pofentraﬂy hazerdous deve!oprnents in hfﬂs:des canyons areas - susoeptlb!e 1 B
‘,ﬂoodmg, eadhquakes -wildfire and other known hazards and .areas’ wrth lfmn.‘ed access for.' SF en

-emergency equipments.. -

Minimize public expenddure for mfrastructure and facmfres fo support urban type uses in : :

areas where public health and safefy could not be guaranteed.

.. Maintain’ adequafe wable resource productron !ands part:oulariy lends devoted to oommercral S

-agriculturé and miining operatrons :
_-Devélop ‘well-managed viable ecosystems or known habdats of rare z‘hreatened and

- endangered speoJES mcludrng weﬂands

REGiONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN _5 '

The 2004 Reglonal Transporlatlon Plan (RTP) elso has goals and pOIICIES that are- pemnent to 1h|s s

proposed project. This RTP.links the .goal of -sustaining. mobility with-the goals’ of fostering. eoonomlo :
-development, enhancmg the environment reducing energy consumption, promotlng transponation-frlendly'-
-deve!opment patterns and’ encouraging. fair and equitable access toresidents- affected ~by- socio- .

economic, geographn: and commercral limitations. The. RTP oonllnues to support all applicable: federal © . - .
and state laws in lmplementlng the proposed project Among the relevani goals and pohc:es of the RTP. -

. are the: followmg

Reglonal Transportatlon Plan Goal

RTP.G1
RTP G2

. RTPG3"
- RTP G4

RTP-G5

. RTP Ge-

“" Maximize mobility and’ eocess:bmty for all people end goods in the reg:on

" Enstire travel sefery and reliability for all people and goods in'the region e
“Preserve and ensure a sustaipable regronal transportation system '
-'Maximize the produciwity of-our transpodaﬁon system. .-

Protect the enwronment improve air qualrty and promote- energy eff' ciency

_.Encourage Iand use and growm patfems that complemenr our, transponenon fnvestments L

i g:onalTransportahon Plan Pohc:les f iy

RTPP1,

DOCS# 139203v1 .

Transportanon mvesfments shaﬂ be based on SCAGs adopted Regional Performance
fndrcators « T : ] L ] :
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B ._GROWTH VISIONING

" The fundamental goal of the Compass Growth Vlslonlng effort is'to make the SCAG reglon a better place'--

-to. five, work.and play for all residents regardless of race, ‘ethnicity or.:income, ‘¢lass..  Thus, decisions IR
. regarding growth, tranSportatmn land-use, and économic “development should be made o' promote and = . -

sustain_for futire generations the - reglons ‘mobility, Iwabmty and, prosperity. .- The following “Reg:onal'

Growth Principles” are proposed o provide. a. framework-for -local and regional decision makmg ‘that L

_ improves the quality of.life for all SCAG’ resadenls Each pnncup!e is foitowed bya. speclfc set of strategles -
K mtended to achleve thls goal. T . . L

- 'Pnnc.rp!e 1: Improve mob:!dy for alf resrdents f- o —
" GV'P1.1.- . Encourage-transportation rnvestments and- Iand use dec:srons that are mutually suppon‘we

S GVPL2 Locafe new housmg near ex:stmg ;obs and i new jObS near exfstmg huusmg

; --Pnncip!e 3 Enabfe prospem‘y for a people f . ' T
- .'GVP3.3 - Ensure environmenialjusiice regardlass of race, ethmcdy or income ciass
GVP34. " Suppoit focal and state fiscal policies that encourage ba!anced growth
- ,-Gv P3. 5 Encourage clvic engagement B A R .
o :Pnnc:p;'e 4 Promote sustamabddy for future general‘rons L P :
GV P4.1" - Preserve fural, agricultural, recreational and enwmnmentaliy sensnwe areas : o A
GV P43 " Develop strateg:es fo accommodate gmwth that uses resources eﬂ' c:ently, ehmmate po!luﬂon:- .
: -and s:gmf cantly. reduce waste. - . N -
'GV P4 4 Um:ze green"development techn;ques R

: GENERAL COMM ENT

o |" T

' :-;SCAG is in the process of updatmg the RTP and RCPG Dependmg on the tlmeframe for adoptuon of the 'ff

S Mid County Parkway. updated policies and population, househo!d and employment forecasts found in the:_‘j..ﬂ_. _ IR

. _RTP and RCPG mlgm be mcorporated into the DRP -

concws:ou |

“Atl feamble Measures needed to mitigate any. potemialiy negatwe reglonal wnpacts assoclated wnh the- ' o

L :__proposed project shouid be wnplementeci and monttored as requwed by CEQA

DOCS# 139203v1
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Suggested Side by Slde Format Comparison Table ot SCAG Pollcles

For ease of review, wé would encourage the use of a snde by—mde companson of all SCAG pol:caes with a

* discussion-of the conststency, non-consistency or not applicable offhe policy ahd supportive analysis in a .

tabte format A!I po!icies and goals must be evaluated as o |mpacts Suggest format is a follows L

SCAG RCPG (RTP andlor CGV) Policles

Policy -, .

. -3.02

Po!!cy Text
 Number- : B

301, - The popu!at‘!on housmg, and jObS forecasts, whrch
oL L are adopted by SCAG's Regional Council and that ,

‘reftect local plans and. policies’ shall be . used’ by

g SCAG in all phases of fmpiementatton and review.
D n are&s with large  seasonal. population: ﬂuctuat:ons o

_.such- “as’ resort - areas, - forecast 'permanent

o populations. However appropriate infrastructure
syslems should be s;zed t‘D serve h:gh—season :

- . .population fotafs..: ‘
.3.08. - The t:rmng, financing, and Iocatf'on of pubirc facilitios;
- - utility systems and- transportaﬂon sysrems shall be
ol used by SCAG” to- :mplement the regfons growth‘ N
o po!:cres . .

Bt 'Eitc‘:.j '

| DOCS#130203vi - .

L

_Growth Management Chapter 7

. Statement of Consnstency. -
Non—Consnstency, or'Not Applicable ",
Consistent; ‘Statement as towhy : -

Not-Cuns:stent Statement as.to why
Not Appilcable Statement as. to why S

ConSIslent Statement as to why .
Not~Cons:stent Statement asto why :

‘Not Apphcab!e Statement as to why AR

'Consastent Statementasto why R
-Not-Consistent Siaterment as towhy. . -
NotAppllcab!e Statemeni as to why-_ Y

. EtG
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August 3, 2007

Ms, Cathy Bechtel

Riverside County Transponation Commission - '

4080 Lemon Street, 3™ Floor ' . ' e g
P.O. Box 12008 ' ' :
Riverside, CA 92502-2208

Dear Ms. Bechiel:-

Notice of Preparatmn of a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (Draft
SEIR) for the
Mid County Parkway

The Snuth Coast Air Quality Ma.nagcment District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-
mentioned document. The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft supplemental environmental impact report _
(SEIR). Please send the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft SEIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the
draft SEIR all appendices or technical documents related to the air quality analysis and electronic versions of
all air quality modeling and health risk assessment files. Without all files and supporting air quality
documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely
manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air quality documentation will require additional time for
review beyond the end of the comment period.

Air Quality Analysis 3
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist

other public agencies with the preparation of air quahty analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copics of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is available
on the SCAQMD Web51te at: _www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/models.html. :

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-Joading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources -
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,”
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (¢.g., solvents and coafings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies,, the SCAQMD has also
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify
PM2. 5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for _
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calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM25 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address:
http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2_5/PM2 _S5 html. ' U :

In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST’s can be used in addition to the
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at
http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbool/LST/LST html. :

It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular-trips, especially heavy-duty diesel-

fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk
assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis”) can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at the following
internet address: http:/www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/mobile_toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air
contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should
also be included. ' . ,

Mitipation Measures : ’

In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, please refei to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD’s CEQA web

pages at the following internet address: www.agmd gov/cega/handbook/mitigation/MM _intro.html Additionally,

'SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required, Other

measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following
internet address: http://www.aqmd. gov/prdas/agguide/agguide html. In addition, guidance on sitting incompatible land
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. Pursuant

to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(DD), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sources ! ‘

. SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality Teports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information

Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available tlirough the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD’s World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.agmd.gov). '

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at

* (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions reparding this letter.

Sincerely, :

" Steve Smith, Ph.D. ;
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources

SS:CB:LI
RVCO070802-04AK
Control Number
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